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politics  they  give  rise  to.  He  is  particularly 
interested  in  the  aesthetic  intersections  of 














power  is  a  kind  of  metaphysical  substance, 






introduces  us  to Foucault’s  theoretical work 
and  demonstrates  its  application  to  Kafka’s 
novel The Trial and short story In the Penal 
Colony, he focuses on the possibility of self-










and  this  is  the  core  of  his  new  ethics.  This 
review has  taken  on  the  task  of  introducing 
inextensively  the  possibility  of  synthesising 
Foucault’s  theoretical  positions  and Kafka’s 
life as a work of art.
We  can  understand  discourse  as  the  mise-
en-scène  of  the  interplay  of  power.  In  other 
words,  every  disciplinary  power  requires  a 









and  disciplining  individuals.  Distortion  was 














no Kafka’s  true  self  outside  his  actions,  his 
life  as  a work of  art. Discourse  is  arranged, 
Dungey  argues,  so  that  it  better  serves  the 
purposes  of  surveillance,  normalising,  and 
disciplinary  power.  Space  and  time  are  also 





















disciplinary  power works  in Kafka.  For  ex-





story  is  a  place  of  the  distribution  of  disci-




given  situation.  In The Trial,  Joseph K.  has 
failed to use the authority  that  the person of 
his  social  standing  should  have. He was  ar-
rested  for a crime he was not aware of, and 
could  not  defend  himself  because  he  was 
denied information about the same. The two 
men that came to arrest him were  instructed 
not  to  give  him  any  information  about  his 
arrest. Dungey argues that we are always al-
ready arrested, and that Kafka wrote his novel 
with  this  in mind. There  is  no metaphysical 
self  that  can be excluded  from  the  interplay 
of power, no lethargic and objective watcher. 













if  even  the  most  (seemingly)  unquestion-
able parts of one’s soul can be destroyed and 
recreated.  The  predisposition  to  understand 
these  remote  parts  of  one’s  soul,*  and  the 
operation  to  recreate  them  is what  Foucault 




ating  and  destroying  oneself  in  his  famous 
last  fragment  of The Will to Power. This  is 
the new ethics, Nietzsche’s  ethics,  based on 
the  revaluation of  all  values.  It  is  similar  to 
Foucault and Kafka. Dungey quotes the diary 
entries  which,  according  to  him,  prove  that 
Kafka experienced his life in the same pathos 
as Foucault did a few decades later. This pa-


















scure and still  in  flux  that  I cannot even properly 
explain  or  fully  accept  the  dislike  I  feel  for  my-
self.” 
As Dungey also notices, Kafka  is  never de-
luded  into  thinking  that  the  process  is  over, 
that he has reached the highpoint and that his 
everlasting  agonistic misery has  come  to  an 
end. At  this  point,  one  can  also  identify  the 
grounds for the argument that Dungey places 
before the approaches that view Kafka’s true 
self  hidden  somewhere  in  or  between  the 
words  he  wrote.  Kafka  is  a  writer,  and  the 
writer  is,  in fact,  the very act of his writing. 
Kafka needs to write, it is his place of resist-
ance.  Dungey  writes  that  the  diary  entries 
play  a very  important  role  in  the process of 
Kafka’s  self-creation.  By  writing  about  his 
most  inner  feelings  about  life,  family  and 
literature,  he  could  destroy  them  altogether 
and move on in his will to power, understood 
as the moment of self-conditioning. Only by 
writing  the  truth  about  himself  to  himself 
could he start the gigantic project of becom-
ing  the  one  that  he must  be. One must,  ac-











texts,  from  his  diary  entries  to  his  fictional 
work,  we  can  find  different  literary  expres-
sions of the agon consisting in the opposition 
between  disciplinary  power  and  resistance. 
Dungey writes  carefully  and  soberly,  but  at 





book  offers  a  plausible  theoretical  synthesis 












Teaching Plato in Palestine
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donesians,  Spinoza with  Jews  in  the United 
States, Marx with Brazilians and, essentially, 
anthropological  and  bioethical  issues  with 
the Mohawk people  in North America, with 
Plato, Aristotle and Socrates being silent fol-
lowers  since  Palestine.  In  a  special  chapter 
on “Diversity and Debate”, we learn that the 
book is a result of eight years of experience 
of  working  out  a  concept  of  philosophising 
outside  classrooms  and  in  concrete  situa-
























do not  simply possess  ethics,  you  acquire  it 
through learning from a young age and adapt 
yourself to upholding it through nurture.
The  exposition  of  the  content  of  Fraenkel’s 
travels and seminars is a combination of jour-
nalistic  reports  on  people  and  situations  he 
worked in, and a dialogic exchange of know-
ledge and opinions on subjects chosen to be 
discussed  during  seminars,  all  of  which  is 
spiced up with personal details on how he met 
certain people and how the situations he was 
in  came  to  be.  This  includes  less  important 
information on means of travel or Fraenkel’s 








this  sense, whoever  is  looking  for  a  deeper, 




However,  in  light of  its purpose and object-
ives,  this  issue  does  not  matter  because  it 
will  serve  as  guidance  for  teachers  to  come 
and  as  an  interesting  read  to  others, mostly 





including  Fraenkel’s  witty  offerings  of  phi-
losophy  whenever  someone  begins  to  deal 
with absolutes or responds to situations inap-












a  teaching  template  for  bringing  philosophy 
to a broader public and for bringing a broader 
public to philosophy.
In my  personal  view,  what  this  book  really 
does  is  point  towards  an  uncertainly  dubi-










































kel’s  experiences  across  the  world  show  us 
exactly  that.  For  example, when  it  becomes 
obvious  that  discussions  in  Indonesia might 
work  because  there  already  exists  a  certain 
consensus on a means of communication and 
education  in  plural  society,  we  are  again  to 
wonder  whether  philosophy  can  or  cannot 
ever reach the public in a sense that it struc-
turally  embodies  a  healthy  culture,  and  fur-
thermore,  whether  philosophers  can  or  can-
not  ever  operate  philosophically  in  insecure 
conditions.
Can we imagine a philosopher carrying woun-
ded  Palestinian  children  away  from  conflict 
and spending an evening discussing the prob-
lem of  evil  and  theodicy? Or venturing  into 
the Indian slums and getting people to ques-
tion  their  cultural  and  religious  system  or 
their  social  role? Or  explaining  the  use  and 
abuse  of  faith  and  politics  in African  states 
where  every  20  seconds  a  child  dies  from 





concepts  and  all  the  intellectual  potency we 
can muster?  Is  it  possible  that  this  is where 
philosophy could (should) reach its pinnacle, 
not  by  communicating  knowledge,  but  by 
shaping from spoken or written analyses into 




being wisdom  itself? And  yet,  scholars will 
be  offended  by  such  an  idea. This  is  nicely 
described, again in the chapter on Brazil, on 
pages 87 to 89. There is much more that can 
be  discovered  with  Fraenkel’s  book  in  this 
context.  For  example,  the  way  that  certain 
systems  in  culture,  such  as  education,  con-




of  cogs  in  someone’s machine. This  can  be 





of neutral,  sterile  analytics merging  journal-
ism with conceptual design. Fraenkel’s book 
indirectly  outlines  all  these  problems,  and 
provides a number of peculiar situations – on 





information,  it  offers  an  idea  of  philosophi-
cal  education  including  a  number  of  exam-
ples  from  across  the world,  and  it  probably 
indirectly anticipates many projects that will 
occur  in  the  future.  I highly  recommend  the 
following  two  chapters:  “Citizen  Philoso-
phers in Brazil” and “Diversity and Debate”. 





been  addressed properly  yet,  and which has 














in  higher  education  committedly  for  almost 
15 years. This book is primarily the crown of 






In  the  “Foreword”  of Volume  1,  the  author 
explains  his  motives  and  gives  some  tips 
for  reading  the whole work. He  is  aware of 
good translations  into  the Croatian  language 
of some introductions to philosophy, but also 
clearly states that they are often too difficult 
for  non-philosophers,  usually  cover  only  a 
(smaller) part of philosophical problems and 
are  always  determined  by  the  philosophical 
positions  of  the  respective  authors.  These 
reasons motivated him  to  try  to offer  a  sys-
tematic,  yet  at  the  same  time  widely  com-
prehensive introduction to philosophy. If we 







There  is  probably  no  better  way  to  start  an 
introduction to philosophy which at the same 
time wants to be philosophical than to ques-
tion  the meaning  of  life. This  is  the  title  of 
the  first  chapter,  in  which  the  author,  with 




question  and  justifies  its  logic,  he  convinc-
ingly  and  progressively  leads  the  reader  to 
the  optimistic  conclusion  that,  even  if  we 
do not have a  straightforward answer  to  the 




that  the  very meaning  of  human  life  is  in  a 
continuous process of finding and creating its 
meaning.
In  the  second  chapter,  the  author  critically 
analyses Epicurus and Lucretius’s arguments 
for the irrationality of having fear from death, 
concluding  finally  that,  despite  the  fact  that 
these  arguments  are  interesting  and  of  high 
quality, death is something bad for us.
The  third  chapter  entitled  “Destiny”  deals 















author  gives  an  incredibly  clear  and  com-
prehensive  overview  of  the  main  positions 
in  the  discussion  about  free  will:  determin-
ism,  libertarianism  and  compatibilism.  He 
presents  the  core  arguments  of  all  positions 
fairly, critically evaluating their strengths and 




the  distinction  between  values  and  desires, 
we  could  consistently  save  free  will  in  our 
deterministic  mechanical  world,  taking  our 







will,  the author wisely presents  it  in a sepa-
rate  chapter.  Despite  the  complexity  of  the 
discussion,  he  succeeds  in  offering  a  highly 










of moral  responsibility  as  a mode of  reason 
responsiveness.
The chapter on ethics is one of the longest. It 
should  be  stressed  that,  although  ethics  is  a 
classic  topic of every proper  introduction  to 
philosophy and that there are many books on 
ethics and bioethics written in Croatian,  this 
chapter  is  most  probably  the  first  in  trying 

















phy  of  politics.  The  chapter  is  wisely  posi-
tioned  after  the  chapter  on  ethics  because 








tributive  justice, mainly focusing on  the  im-
portant  positions  of  John Rawls  and Robert 
Nozick in the overall discussion. The natural 
lottery argument is discussed at the end.






ing,  philosophical  talk  about  values  is  quite 
demanding, which then requires that readers 
first become habituated to dealing with prob-
lems  philosophically. The  author  decides  to 
present the topic by explaining and elaborat-
ing the distinction between facts and values. 
He concludes  that  it  seems  that  the gulf be-
tween  them  will  always  be  open,  although 
this is exactly the reason why we appreciate 
wisdom and prudence so much, with the two 










and  the  different  ways  in  which  our  know-
ledge can be grounded. Part two is dedicated 
to scepticism, a crucial challenge to any epi-
stemological  theory  (theory  of  knowledge). 
The  other  three  parts  present  three  different 
responses  to  sceptics:  foundationalism  and 
its attempt to find a foundational, irreducible 
ground  of  all  our  knowledge;  coherentism 





The  following  chapter  entitled  “Reality” 








the  said  positions,  arguing  that  the  question 
about the real existence of the external world 
is simply – meaningless.
The  philosophy  of  mind  is  the  topic  of  the 
chapter  entitled  “Mind”.  After  discussing 
the question whether some of the differences 
between  the  mental  and  the  physical  (such 
as  extensions  in  space,  intentionality,  ratio-
nality and privileged access) are  real or  just 
putative,  the  author presents  all  the  relevant 





mental  properties,  but  only  as  a  type  of  the 
physical, or as being reductive to the physical 
(physicalism  and  functionalism).  Although 








The  chapter  on  “God”  introduces  the  main 
problems  in  the  philosophy of  religion. The 
author  first  tries  to explain  the nature of  the 









the  burden  of  proof.  The  parts  that  follow 




for  the  rationality of believing  in God  (Pas-
cal’s wager) and shows its implausibility.
“Why 2 + 2 = 4?”  is  the  title of  the follow-
ing chapter, introducing the main problems of 




objections:  fictionalism,  nominalism,  con-
ceptualism, physicalism, Platonism. He con-
cludes  this  part with  a  discussion  about  the 
nature  of  existence  of mathematical  entities 
(realism and antirealism in mathematics), the 
truth  about mathematical  statements  and  an 
explanation  of  mathematical  truths.  Despite 
the  implausible  arguments  of  mathematical 
realism,  the  author  shows why  this  position 
is so vivid in the philosophy of mathematics, 
explaining  some  specific  characteristics  of 
mathematics.



















as  the  creation  of  the  overwhelming  picture 




cal  reflection of our own beliefs  and acts  is 
perhaps the best option.
In conclusion, I would like to single out at least 
three  admirable  features  of  this  two-volume 
book.  Firstly,  it  is  an  important  philosophi-
cal  contribution,  which  not  only  compiles 
fine-grained  philosophical  arguments  in  one 
place with the author’s original additions and 




















and  reasoned  discussion.  It  represents  quite 
a  useful  schema  for  any  philosophy  teacher 
in his philosophy classes. On the other hand, 
this book is now an unavoidable philosophy 
textbook with useful  tools  for  every  teacher 
and student. It brings: questions at the end of 
each chapter which could be useful for both 
students  (to  test  their  understanding  of  the 
topic dealt with in each chapter) and teachers 
(as a guide for test questions), an impressive 
list  of  references  for  further  reading,  an  in-
structive and detailed Index (in both volumes, 
on 53 pages in total!), including the names of 






of  philosophy  has  ever  been  published  in 




but  also  a  true  cultural  achievement,  which 
deserves and obliges all of  the author’s col-
leagues not only to applaud him sincerely, but 
also  to  be  proud  of  being  his  philosophical 
counterparts.
Igor Eterović
